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TO 13032931238 

VIA FAX TRANSMITIAL & CEimFIED MAlL - RETURN RECEIPI' 

August 12. 1992 

Mr. Mike Zimmerman, Envtronmental Protection Spectallst 
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region VUI, (8HWM-ER) 
999 18th Street. Suite 500 
Denver, Colorado 80202·2405 

Dear Mr. Zimmennan: 

Enclosed ls a copy of a lei:ter from our consulting Geochemist/Hydrologist 
which expresses his concerns regarding the "Report of Drilling ActiVities, 
Richardson Flat Tailings Site. Summit County. Utah11 prepared for EPA by 
Ecology and Environment. Inc. 

Because United Park City Mines Company shares Mr. Tuesday's concerns. 
1 forward his Jetter to you in the hope that it will be of assistance to EPA in 
evaluating the utunitoring wells which were in::stalled in U1e landfill. 

If we may be of future assistance in this matter, please advise. 

Edwin L. Osika, Jr. 
Executive Vice President 

ELO/ Jr./rfmwr 
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Augu•t 11, l992 

Hr. Ed Osika 
united Park city Minas 
309 XAarns Building 
salt Lake city, utah 8412~ 

Dear Ed2 

x have reviewed the ~epo~t entitled •Report of Drilling Act~vities, ft1cbardaon 
Flata ~ailing• site, summit county, utahn prepared for EPA by their ~AT 
contractor, Ecology and Environment, Inc. EPA did not sample the landfill 
we~~., but mea•u~•d wate~ lavele in the we11e, aince they are evaluating 
UPCM•s concerns about. the walla• construction. 

x am concerned that in reviewing ~he Lnforma~Lon regarding ~be installation of 
the landfill wells, the incomplete and incorrect information included in the 
TA~ r.port will l•ad to erroneous concluaiona. first, the concerns l 
1nit~ally rai~ed, ab~t oompromiGiD9 ~ho in~o9r~~y of the clay layer 
underlying the landfill, are absent from the report. secondty, the photograph 
in Appendix B labalad *PH-19" ia not from the 20-22 foot depth of MN-2 a~ 
indieatod, but i• £rom tho 25-27 £oot dap~h and clearly Ahowo tb~ clay 
mat.r~al at approximately 26.5 feat below ground aurface at MWw2. Thi~ split­
spoon sample is critical in determining the exact boundary between the 
landfill matorialg and tho underlying clay layor. Thirdly, ~ha d~illing log 
in Appendix c does not accurately portray the location of the red-brown clay 
at MN-2. While the description is aoourate (wood pl~stio and paper and a 
~bin, g~•y-blaak, ai1ty clay [lAndfilL] g~Dding to A ~ed-brown clay [confining 
layer]), there is no indication of Where the contact between the landfill 
debris and the red-brown clay is located. As shewn in photo PH-19, the red­
brown clay w•• intareapted at appro~imat•ly 2G.5 f••t below ~ound surface in 
MW-2. Sourth, EPA'' decision not to sample thesa walla and to postpone a 
decision on wha~ t~~ith them only exacarba~es the problem (i.e. the landfill 
continue& to flood). Finally, l hope that Mr. Troy Sanders, the report's 
author, does not bear the brunt of the responsibility for this problem aa he 
~as not the TAT representative making eritical decisions that led to theae 
problema. 

X hope that the above discus•ion can be h•lpful in EPA'& evaluation of tha 
drilling data. rf you have aome additional eonr.ArnA or there are parts of the 
diacu•aion that are unclea~, do not hesitate to call. 

~~A~l~J~cl-
D&Vic! s. TUesday / 
Principal Geochemist/Hydrogeoloqiat 
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